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SUMMARY

The Intelenet Commission, an agency of the State of Indiana responsible for
coordinating applications for USF support of Indiana’s public schools and libraries, seeks
review of a decision of the SLD which denied USF support for over $2.9 million worth of
priority one Internet access services for nearly 350 public school and library USF
requests all across Indiana. The SLD denied funding because Intelenet’s application
bundled $2.9 million worth of priority one Internet access services with what the SLD
believed was $250,000 worth of eligible, albeit priority two, Internal Connections. The
SLD’s decision should be reversed for two reasons.

First, the SLD erred in classifying the routers at issue as Internal Connections.
The routers are owned by the Internet service provider, not Intelenet or the public school
or library, and are located at the demarcation point between the provider’s network and

the school/library network. The routers are nothing more than a component part of the

“gateway” Internet access service described by the FCC in its Report and Order. The
routers are not part of a school or library’s LAN and perform no LAN functions at all.
Rather, they are analogous to a router in a leased WAN that the FCC has determined to
be a telecommunications service, not an Internal Connection.

Second, even if the SLD correctly classified the routers as Internal Connections,
its decision to convert Intelenet’s entire request — which was over 92% composed of
priority one Internet access services — into priority two Internal Connections was clearly

incorrect. The SLD’s decision is directly contrary to the FCC’s admonition in the Fifth
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Recon. Order that the revised priority rules would “ensure full support” of all Internet
access service requests because it leaves $2.9 million of what the SLD does not dispute
are priority one Internet access services completely unfunded. Moreover, the SLD’s
retroactive application of its policy against bundling of eligible priority one and priority
two services — a policy first appearing nearly a year after Intelenet filed its application —
is so unfair as to be arbitrary and capricious. In fact, even today, nothing in the FCC’s
decisions or rules requires the harsh policy against bundling of eligible services that the
SLD has belatedly applied to Intelenet. Finally, the SLD decision is inconsistent with the
FCC’s rules and SLD policies concerning bundling of eligible and ineligible services.
Indeed, had Intelenet bundled $250,000 worth of ineligible services with $2.9 million
worth of eligible Intelenet access services, the $2.9 million would have been funded.
Indiana schools and libraries should not be completely deprived of support because

Intelenet instead bundled eligible services together.
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- Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the matter of:

Request for Review by Indiana )
Intelenet Commission of Decision ) CC Docket Nos. 97-21
of Universal Service Administrator ) and 96-45
RE: Billed Entity Number: 151654
Application Number: 42537
Funding Request Numbers: See Attachment A

The Intelenet Commission of Indiana (“Intelenet”) requests review of the
Administrator’s Decision on Appeal, dated June 8, 1999 (“Administrator’s Decision”)
granting in part, and denying in part, Intelenet’s appeal of the Funding Commitment
Decision (“FCD”) of the Schools and Libraries Division (“SLD”). (The Administrator’s
Decision is attached hereto as Attachment B.) The SLD incorrectly reclassified priority
one Internet access services in the Funding Request Numbers (“FRN”) set forth in
Attachment A as entirely priority two Internal Connections. The result under the
Commission’s rules of funding priority was a complete (or in the case of a few FRNs,
partial) denial of Universal Service Funding (“USF”) support for over $2.9 million worth
of priority one Internet access services for nearly 350 public school and library USF
requests across the Stz;.te of Indiana. Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.719(c) and 54.722,
Intelenet seeks review of the Administrator’s Decision and asks that the Administrator’s

Decision be reversed.




I. Statement of Facts

Intelenet is an agency established by the State of Indiana. Indiana Code §§ 5-21 et
seq. Among Intelenet’s responsibilities is to coordinate, along with the Indiana
Department of Education and the Indiana State Library, applications for USF support for
Indiana’s public schools and libraries. Indiana Code §§ 20-10.1-25.6-1 through 6-3. In
April 1998, Intelenet filed an FCC Form 471 application with the SLD for USF support
for funding year 1998 for Internet access services to be furnished to Indiana’s public
schools and libraries.

On February 25, 1999, the SLD issued its FCD with respect to Intelenet’s Form
471 application. The FCD approved $1.8 million in discounts for Internet access for a
limited set of Indiana public schools and libraries, but failed to approve funding for
Internet access for 351 Indiana public school and library USF requests, resulting in a total
USF funding shortfall of $3.2 million to those schools and libraries. See Attachments C
(Intelenet Appeal of FCD Letter) & D (Sullivan Declaration). The reason given by the
FCD for declining funding of these 351 FRNs was that in each case the Internet access
service was bundled with a router, which the SLD concluded was a priority two Internal
Connection. Thus, for any FRN whose discount fell below 70%, the FCD denied the
entire funding request. )

In other words, the FCD declined to fund over $2.9 million worth of indisputably
priority one Internet access services simply because it was bundled with what the SLD
felt was $250,000 worth of eligible, albeit priority two, Internal Connections.
Attachment D. It bears noting, of course, that there was no such thing as priority one and
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priority two services (much less the SLD’s subsequently developed policy of treating
bundled priority one and priority two services as completely priority two services) when
Intelenet completed and filed its Form 471 in April 1998.

Intelenet filed a timely appeal of the FCD on March 11, 1999 (Attachment C). In
its appeal letter, Intelenet argued that the site-specific routers at issue were merely a
component of the Internet access service provided and added that the services that the
FCD completely funded were identical to the services that the SLD declined to fund. Id.
Intelenet also pointed out that Intelenet’s Form 471 was focused entirely on Internet
access, not Internal Connections, and that, on advice from SLD staff, Intelenet’s Form
471 was structured as “site specific” (Form 471, Block 5, Item 16) rather than as a
“shared service” (Block 5, Item 15). A few weeks later, after the application was filed,
Intelenet was contacted by SLD staff and requested to change the application from “site
specific” to “shared services.” Attachment C. Another arm of the SLD staff subsequently
contacted Intelenet, and as a result, the application was changed back to the original “site
specific” approach. Id.

On June 4, 1999, Intelenet sent a letter by telecopier to the SLD further elaborating
on the errors in the FCD (“June 4 Letter”). (The June 4 Letter is attached hereto as
Attachment E.) Intelenet noted that the site-specific routers at issue are owned, managed
and maintained by the Internet service provider; perform no local area network functions;
are located at the demarcation point between the provider’s network and the school or
library’s network; and serve as a gateway to the Internet without which there would be no

Internet access services for the schools and libraries. The June 4 Letter also requested
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that, if the SLD nevertheless were to conclude that the routers were Internal Connections,
the SLD should allow Intelenet the opportunity to unbundle and remove the costs
associated with routers from the FRNs at issue so that the remaining $2.9 million of
priority one Internet access services in those FRNs could be funded. Id.

On June 21, Intelenet received by fax the Administrator’s Decision dated June 8.
(Intelenet did not even receive a hard copy of the Administrator’s Decision by mail until
July 6.) The Administrator’s Decision broke the FRNs into three categories, issuing
different rulings on each.

In the first category were five FRNs that the SLD reclassified as entirely Internet
access and, accordingly, funding was granted. The explanation given was that these five
FRNs “included no router costs, (router was provided at no extra charge).”

The second category comprised seven FRNs,' which the Administrator’s Decision
partially funded because these FRNs had discounts of 70% or higher and thus, even when
treated entirely as category two Internal Connections, were eligible for funding. Because
the Administrator’s Decision continued to classify these FRNs as entirely category two
Internal Connections, however, the FRNs were denied funding for the six-month
extension of the initial 1998-99 funding year.

The third category involved the remaining 339 FRNs at issue. Here, the SLD

stood by the FCD, classifying these requests as category two Internal Connections in their

' Due to an apparent typographical error, the Administrator’s Decision erroneously lists one of these
seven FPNs as “161624.” There is no such FRN in Intelenet’s application. The proper FRN is 141624 for
Scott County.




entirety, and completely declined funding because the applicable discounts for these
FRNs were below 70%.

In this Request for Review, Intelenet appeals the Administrator’s Decision with
respect to all of the FRNs except the five FRNs (141740, 141804, 141826, 141930 and
142533) that the Administrator determined to fund because (according to the
Administrator) they “included no router costs.”

II. Questions Presented for Review

1. Whether the SLD erred in treating site-specific Internet routers, which are a
component part of Internet access service and which are owned by the
provider and not part of a local area network, as “Internal Connections”
within the meaning of 47 CFR § 54.506 rather than “Internet access

services” within the meaning of 47 CFR § 54.5 and the Report and Order.’

2. Assuming arguendo that the routers are Internal Connections, whether it
was arbitrary and capricious or an abuse of discretion for the SLD to apply

retroactively the rules of priority established in the Fifth Recon. Order” in a

manner that completely deprives Intelenet of support for over $2.9 million

worth of undisputed priority one Internet access services merely because

Intelenet’s application, filed before the Fifth Recon. Order, happened to
bundle these eligible Internet access services with about $250,000 worth of

eligible, albeit priority two, Internal Connections.

? Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service (“Universal Service”), Report and Order, CC Docket
No. 96-45, 12 FCC Rcd. 8776 (May 8, 1997) (“Report and Order™).




1HI. Argument

A. The Site-Specific Routers at Issue Are a Component of Priority One
Internet Access Services, Not Priority Two Internal Connections.

In both the FCD and the Administrator’s Decision, the SLD appears to have

focused exclusively on the Report and Order’s listing of “routers” as an example of

“Internal Connections” eligible for support and then latched onto the word “router” in the
itemized listing of the component parts of the Internet access services set forth in
Intelenet’s Form 471 application. 12 FCC Rcd at 9021. In following this mechanical
approach, the SLD apparently overlooked both the facts relating to the Internet routers at

issue and the Report and Order’s discussion of what constitutes eligible “Internet access”

services.

The routers at issue are owned by the Internet service provider, not Intelenet or
any public school or library. See Attachments D & E. Moreover, the routers are not
located within a school’s or library’s local area network (LAN), nor do they provide
interconnection between internal LAN segments, departments or building floors or
rooms. Id. The routers also do not serve as a load-balancing device for an internal
network. Rather, the routers are located at the ‘lemarcation point between the provider’s
network and the school/library’s network and serve as a network gateway used by the
Internet service provider as an aggregation point for Internet traffic. Id. In short, the

router is part and parcel of the Internet access service that a provider furnishes to schools

* Universal Service, Fifth Order on Reconsideration and Fourth Report and Order, 13 FCC Red 14915
(June 22, 1998) (“Fifth Recon. Order™).




and libraries and, indeed, is the “gateway” to the Internet provided by the Internet service
provider. Id.

Given these facts, the SLD’s classification of the Internet routers at issue as
priority two Internal Connections is erroneous in two respects.

First, the routers are part-and parcel of a “gateway to an information service” that
provides “data transmission, address translation” and “navigational systems that enable

users to access” the Internet. Report and Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 9013 (describing what is

included in eligible Internet access service). The SLD seems to have forgotten that
Internet access service is not a service that may be provided simply by dropping a wire to
a customer out of which the Internet magically flows. Rather, Internet access service is a
service made possible by the functionalities of the various components that the Internet
service provider assembles as its Internet access service offering.’ The Internet routers at
issue here, owned by the service provider and a component part of the Internet access
service provided, represent just such a part of the Internet access “gateway” service

provided and therefore, under the Report and Order, should be considered part of a

priority one Internet access service.
Second, the SLD’s treatment of the routers at issue is inconsistent with the

Commission’s Fourth Recon. Order.’ There, the Commission noted that “a wide area

network run over leased telephone lines” (unlike a wide area network that is built or

* Universal Service, Report to Congress, 13 FCC Rcd 11501, 1153640 (April 10, 1998) (describing
Internet access as a combination of information transport, data processing and other computer-mediated
offerings, with transport typically obtained from carriers and bundled with other elements).

° Universal Service, Fourth Order on Reconsideration, 13 FCC Red. 5318 (Dec. 30, 1997) (“Fourth
Recon. Order™).




purchased, and- thus owned, by a state or an eligible school or library) is an eligible
“telecommunications service.” 13 FCC Rcd at 5431 n. 585. The router at issue here,
owned by the provider and not the school or library, is indistinguishable from a router in
a wide area network (“WAN”) built by a telecommunications carrier and leased to an
eligible school district library. The mere fact the price charged by the carrier for the
leased WAN may include the imputed cost or “rent” for a router that is a component part
of the leased WAN would not make the leased WAN any less of a “telecommunications
service.” Yet here, the SLD has inconsistently treated a router, that is nothing more than
a component part of Internet service offering, as effectively converting an Internet access
offering entirely into an Internal Connection, even though, unlike the router in a LAN and
much like the router in a leased WAN, the router remains the property of the service
provider, not the eligible school or library.
B. Even Assuming Arguendo That The SLD Correctly Classified the
Routers at Issue as Internal Connections, the SLD’s Decision To
Convert Intelenet’s Entire Request, Which Was Over 92% Composed

of Priority One Internet Access Service, Into Priority Two Internal
Connections Was Contrary to the Fifth Recon. Order, Arbitrary and

Capricious, and an Abuse of Discretion.

Even assuming arguendo that the SLD correctly classified the routers at issue as
Internal Connections, its decision to convert Intelenet’s entire USF request -- over 92% of
which is undisputed to be priority one Internet access service -- into a request for nothing
but priority two Internal Connections was entirely unjustified and inappropriate. Indeed,

it is difficult to imagine a more blatant example of letting the tail wag the dog.




Moreover,-if not corrected by the Commission, the unconscionable result of the
SLD’s myopia will be that public school students and library users all across the State of
Indiana will be completely deprived of USF support for more than $2.9 million worth of
what SLD does not dispute are eligible priority one Internet access services.

The solution is clear: If the SLD believed that the routers at issue were priority
two Internal Connections, it should have required the portion of the total costs associated
with those routers to be unbundled from the total amount of the request and fully funded
that portion of Intelenet’s request -- a little over 92% -- attributable to priority one
Internet access service. See Attachment D. Intelenet would be more than happy to work
with SLD staff in arriving at the proper allocation. Indeed, most of the information
needed to carry out the unbundling and allocation is contained in the materials Intelenet
supplied to the SLD. See Attachment C.

The SLD’s failure to allow the unbundling and allocation of Intelenet’s funding
request between priority one Internet access service and priority two Internal Connections
was improper for at least three reasons.

First, the Administrator’s Decision departs from the fundamental principle that

animated the Commission’s decision in the Fifth Recon. Order to adopt different rules of

priority for telecommunications services and Internet access, on the one hand, and

Internal Connections, on the other. The Fifth Recon. Order stated that the revised priority

rules were intended to “‘ensure full support for telecommunications services and Internet

access, and will also provide support for internal connections for the neediest applicants.”

13 FCC Rcd. at 14917-18 (emphasis added).
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The SLD’s decision here does not satisfy that principle at all. To the contrary, it
leaves completely unfunded over $2.9 million worth of the very kinds of Internet access

services that the Fifth Recon. Order states would receive “full support.” And it leaves

hundreds of public schools and libraries across the State of Indiana with no USF support
whatsoever for undisputed priority one Internet access service -- all because Intelenet’s
application also included less than $250,000 worth of costs associated with routers that
the SLD determined were eligible Internal Connections, but which were not directed at
the “neediest applicants” (i.e., schools and libraries with discounts of less than 70%). See
Attachment D.

But nothing in the Commission’s decisions or rules commanded the SLD to reach

a result so contrary to the very purpose of the rules of priority of the Fifth Recon. Order.

The SLD could, and should, have required the unbundling of the costs of the routers from
the requests and fully funded the over $2.9 million worth of priority one Internet access
service in Intelenet’s application. Any other result simply cannot be squared with the

Fifth Recon. Order’s decree that recurring Internet access receive “full support” under the

revised priority rules. 13 FCC Rcd at 14917-18 and 14939.
Second, the manner in which the SLD retroactively applied the new priority rules
to Intelenet’s USF application is so unfair as to be arbitrary and capricious. See, e.g.,

Microcomputer Technology Institute v. Riley, 139 F.3d 1044, 1050 (5th Cir. 1998).

The funding priority rules which the SLD purported to apply to Intelenet’s
application were adopted in June 1998, two months after Intelenet filed its application.

When it completed its Form 471, Intelenet had no way of anticipating that the
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Commission would subsequently scparate eligible services into priority one
telecommunications and Internet access and priority two Internal Connections. And
Intelenet certainly had no way of anticipating that the bundling of priority one Internet
access service with priority two Internal Connections might result in the treatment of the
entire application as priority two Internal Connections, with the result that all FRNs with
discount levels below 70% would be completely unfunded. To the contrary, even today,

nothing in the Report and Order, the Fifth Recon. Order or the FCC’s rules of priority

governing funding, 47 CFR § 54.507(g)(1), prohibits the bundling of eligible services
such as Internet access with eligible services such as Internal Connections, much less
warns applicants that bundling of such eligible services will result in treatment of the
entire bundled offering as Internal Connections. And it was not until March 1999, nearly
a year after Intelenet filed its 1998 application, that the SLD website even advised
applicants that on their applications for the 1999-2000 funding year, priority one and
priority two services should be unbundled.®

Under these circumstances, the detriment to Intelenet -- and, more importantly, to
the hundreds of Indiana public schools and libraries whose $2.9 million worth of priority
one Internet access will go completely unfunded -- clearly outweighs any interest the
SLD (or the Commissjon) may have in retroactive application of SLD’s anti-bundling
policy relating to the funding priority rules. Indeed, since the Commission’s funding

priority rules do not even require the harsh result that the SLD reached here and the

purposes of the Fifth Recon. Order that adopted those priority rules was to fully support

® Form 471 Guidance, Form 471: The Dirty Dozen § 4 (March 26, 1999) (last updated April 15, 1999)
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the priority one-Internet access services that the SLD’s decision has left unfunded, 13

FCC Rcd at 14917-18, neither the SLD nor the Commission has any interest at all in

retroactively applying the SLD’s harsh Internal Connection anti-bundling policy here.
Third, the SLD’s decision is an abuse of discretion because it is flatly inconsistent

with the Commission’s policies in the Report and Order concerning bundling of eligible

and ineligible services and the SLD’s own policy concerning the bundling of eligible and
ineligible services.

In the Report and Order, the Commission treated the bundling of eligible and

ineligible services in two different ways, depending on the services involved. In the case
of bundling of eligible Internet access service and ineligible Internet content services, the
Commission allowed bundling as long as the amount of ineligible content service is
minimal and the support sought is limited to that portion of the total charge that is
properly allocated to eligible Internet access service. 12 FCC Rcd at 9014. In the case of
bundled eligible Internal Connections and ineligible facilities like CPE or PCs, the

Commission in the Report and Order decided that bundled packages of this nature were

not eligible for support unless the provider separately prices the eligible and ineligible
services. Id. at 9022-23.

The SLD, in addressing applications bundling both eligible and ineligible services,
has consistently followed a policy of denying funding completely only when ineligible
services represent more than 50% of the total contract amount. Where ineligible services

represent less than 50% of the total amount, the SLD has consistently allowed applicants

<http://www.sl.universalservice.org/Reference/471_App_Guid_Docs/471_dozen.aps>.
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to unbundle the eligible and ineligible amounts and funded the eligible service portion of
the contract.”

Thus, where eligible services and ineligible services are bundled, both the
Commission and the SLD have allowed applicants to nevertheless obtain support for the
eligible portion of the contract. Indeed, in the case of the SLD’s 50% policy, the SLD
seems to have allowed support for the eligible service portion of bundled eligible and

ineligible service contracts where the Report and Order indicates that the entire contract

should be unfunded.

In the case of Intelenet, however, the SLD has effectively disallowed the bundling
of eligible services by treating the bundling of eligible priority one Internet access and
eligible priority two Internal Connections as entirely priority two Internal Connections,
resulting in a complete denial of funding for all FRNs with discount levels below 70%.

Indeed, Intelenet would have been better off under the SLD’s 50% policy if it had
bundled the $2.9 million of priority one Internet access with $250,000 worth of ineligible
Internet content, PCs or CPE rather than with $250,000 worth of eligible, albeit priority
two, Internal Connections. In that case, since the eligible portion far exceeds 50% of the
total amount, the SLD would have allowed Intelenet to unbundle the package after-the-
fact and receive full support on the $2.9 million worth of Internet access. But because

Intelenet’s application bundled eligible Internet access with eligible Internal Connections

7 An example of the SLD’s policy in this regard is set forth in Attachment F, a copy of the Bremerton
School District’s letter of appeal quoting an SLD decision denying funding because the contract at issue
“included more than 50% of ineligible services.”
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rather than ineligible services, some 350 FRNs, and $2.9 million worth of Internet access,
will go completely unfunded.

It is difficult to imagine a more absurd result -- and one more at odds with the
purpose of the FCC’s rules and policies concerning bundling of eligible and ineligible
services. The SLD could -- and should -- have allowed the unbundling of the priority one
and priority two services in the Intelenet application, and fully funded the $2.9 million
worth of priority one Internet access services included in that application.

IV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Commission should grant Intelenet’s appeal, reverse
the Administrator’s Decision, and remand with instructions to treat Intelenet’s 1998
application as priority one Internet access services in its entirety. Alternatively, the
Commission should reverse the Administrator’s Decision and remand with instructions
for the SLD to work with Intelenet to allocate the portion of the application consisting of
priority one Internet access services and to provide full USF support for that portion of
the Intelenet’s application.
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FRN FCD Letter Billed entity

133168
133169

133170
133172
133174
133175
133176
133177
133178
133179
133181
133183
133184
133185
133187
133188
133189
133190
133191
133192
133194
133195
133199
133200
133202
137754
137758
137762
137765
137768
137770
137772
137773
137782
137786

00042537
00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

SPIN
143004533
143004533

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

Provider
IHETS
IHETS

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

School/Library

DeKalb McKinney Harrison
Homestead HS Southwest Allen
East Side Jr-Sr High DeKalb
Eastern

Garrett-Keyser Butler
Harrison-Washington
Belmont HS North Adams
Selma Elem Liberty Perry
Carrol MS Northwest Allen
Concord HS Concord
South Adams HS South Adams
Western Boone HS
Blackford High School
Selma Elem Liberty Perry
Carrol JR High

Perry Elem Liberty Perry
Clarksville

Delta HS

Zionsville HS

Eagle Elementary
Yorktown HS Mt Pleasant
North Davies HS

North Dearborn Elem
Jimtown HS Baugo
lebanon M

lebanon H

Bloomfield

Eastern Green

Elkhart

Fairfield

Hamilton Heights

Hamilton Southeastern
Lanesville

Linton-Stockton

North Gibson

North Gibson




137796
137797
137799
137809
137810
137816
137818
137820
137823
137825
137828
137829
137830
141426
141427
141428
141429
141430
141431
141432
141433
141442
141443
141445
141446
141452
141458
141461
141465

141466
141467
141469
141471
141472
141474
141475

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

Southern Hancock

SW Dubois

Brownstown

Center Grove

CA Beard

Clark Pleasant

Crothersville

Danville (56K)

Danville (T-1)

Jennings

Franklin ComSch

Lakeland

Lakeland (upgrade T-1)
Madison Consolidated
Medora (56K)

Medora (T-1)

Kankakee

New Castle (migration to IND.net
Ninevah

Seymore

Shenandoah

Shenandoah (old Sprint T-1 )
Culver Com

Dewey (Migration)

Elwood (migration)

Griffin (IND.net T-1 upgrade)
IPS 3(T1)

SW Jefferson

Warsaw Com Sch

Warsaw Com Sch (Old Sprint T-1)
Western School Corp

Whitko

Argos

Argos (T-1 upgrade)

LaPorte

Loogootee




141476
141478
141481
141483
141484
141485
141486
141487
141488
141489
141490
141492
141494
141496
141499
141500
141503
141504
141506
141508
141513
141514
141516
141517
141519
141520
141524
141527
141615
141616
141618
141619
141621
141622
141623
141624
141630

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

Merrillville

Cass (migration)
Lake Ridge
Michigan City
Mitchell

Mitchell

North Lawrence
Oak Hill United
School Town of Highland
Shoals

Shoals

South Madison
Tri-Creek
Cloverdale
Crawfordsville
Duneland

East Noble

East Porter
Green Castle
Moorseville

MSD Boone Twp.
North Montgomery
North Putnam
Perry Central
Portage Twp.
Green Castle
South Newton
Springs Valley
Batesville
Fremont
Jac-Cen-Del
Manchester Comm.
Northern Tipton
Randolph Central
Randolph Central
Scott County #1
Scott County #2




141633 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Shelby Eastern
141637 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS South Ripley

141641 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS South Spencer
141643 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Tipton Community
141645 00042537 1516564 143004533 [HETS Wabash City

141649 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS West Lafayette
141655 00042537 1516564 143005695 Sprint West Lafayette
141659 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Alexandria

141661 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Bartholomew Cons.
141665 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Centerville Abington
141671 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Central Nine

141679 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS  East Washington
141686 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Flat Rock Haw Creek
141687 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS MSD New Durham
141688 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS North White

141690 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Salem Community
141691 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS South Central Comm.
141692 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Twin Lakes

141695 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Wawasee

141697 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS CLAY

141705 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Clinton Prairie
141707 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Community Sch. Frankfort
141712 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Daleville

141717 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS North decatur H
141718 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS South decatur H
141722 00042537 1516664 143004533 [IHETS Logansport

141725 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Pioneer Regional
141729 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Southeastern

141731 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Washington Comm.
141742 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Eastbrook

141758 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Goshen

141771 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Marion Adams
141783 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS MARION Community
141789 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Missessenawa
141795 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS MSD Shakamak
141799 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Northwest Hendricks
141813 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Southeast Fountain




141818
141823
141830
141835
141842
141851
141891

141913

141915
141922
141924
141928
141932
141934
141937
141939
141941
141979
141983
141985
141987
141990

141995
141999
142002
142005
142007
142011

142029
142036

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

1516564

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
15616564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

1516564
1516564

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

143004533

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

143004533
143004533

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

IHETS

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

IHETS
IHETS

White River Valley

Blue River Valley

Hanover (t-1)

Jay (upgrade

N. Knox

S Henry

N Miami

Sch Town Speedway (H.S.)
(Upgrade)

Sch Town Speedway (Location 2
(upgrade)

MSD N Posey (upgrade)
Orleans (upgrade)

S. Putnam

Turkey Run

Union Sch Corp

Hamilton Com Sch

MSD Wabash (Upgrade)

N. Vermillion

Randolph Eastern

Randolph Southern

Sch City Mishawaka (upgrade)
Shelbyville Central (upgrade)
South Vermillion (upgrade)
SouthWest Sch Corp (Jr
H.S.)(Upgrade)

Southwest Sch Corp (Sullivan
H.S.)(migration)

Southwest School Corp (Graysville
tail add)

Southwest School Corp (Carlisle
tail add)

Southwest School Corp (Carlisle
tail add)

Southwestern School Corp.
Frontier Sch Corp (upgrade)
Northeastern Wayne (upgrade)




142041
142051
142054
142064
142072
142075
142077
142081
142082
142085
142088
142100
142103

142110
142114
142122
142128
142132
142133
142135
142137
142139
142146
142153
1421565
142157
142327
142330
142332
142333
142337
142348
142353
142355
142359
142363

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143005695
143005695

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
Sprint
Sprint

Richmond Com (upgrade)
Western Wayne

Tri County

Taylor Com

Crawford Co (upgrade)
Delphi (upgrade)

East Allen

Greensburg (upgrade)
Lawrenceburg (main t-1)
N East Dubois Upgrade
S. Dearborn

West Clark Silver High
West Clark Henryville high
Covington Comm School Corp
(upgade)

Fayette Co

Greater Jasper (upgrade)
Southeast Dubois

Wanee Upgrade

Benton

Edinburgh Com Sch
Prairie Hgts upgrade
Renseller upgrade
Westview upgrade

River forest

Trinton upgrade
Cannelton

New Harmony upgrade
Paoli Upgrade

Pike County upgrade
Rising Sun

Rockville

Southwest Parke upgrade
Spencer Owen upgrade
Valpo

West Noble upgrade
John Glen




142372
142375
142378
142382
142387
142397
142401
142404
142409
142413
142416
142418
142473
142477
142482
142492
142507
142523
142528
142533
142538
142548
142550
142552
142555
142572
142580
142585
142588
142592
142602
142606
142608
142612
142615
142620
142622

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

Milan

MSD Warren upgrade

N Spencer Upgrade

Rush Cty upgrade

Union N United upgrade
W Washington upgrade
Region 8 ESC

Northwest ESC

Central ESC

East Centra

WEC

Southern Indiana Ed Center
Beech Grove p! upgrade
bicknell P.L.upgrade
Bloomfield Library up grade
Boonville Library up grade
Brookville Twp upgrade
Brownsburg Brown upgrade
Butler P L
Charleston P L Upgrade migrate
Clinton P.L. migrate
Corydon P L upgrade
Crawford co P L upgrade
Decatur P L upgrade
Eckhart P L

Elkhart upgrade

Frankfort P L upgrade
fulton p | upgrade

Garrett P L

Geneva P L migration
Greensburg P L upgrade
Hammond P L upgrade
Hussey upgrade

Jasper P L upgrade

Jay P L upgrade
Jeffersonville P L upgrade
Jennings Co P L upgrade




142623
142626
142629
142636
142637
142642
142643
142645
142646
142647
142656
142658
142660
142664
142766
142768
142772
142774
142776
142778
142779
142780
142784
142785
142788
142793
142795
142799
142802
142807
142815
142819
142822
142824
142825
142828
143055

00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537
00042537

1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564
1516564

143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143005695
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533
143004533

IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
Sprint
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS
IHETS

Knightstown P L
kokomo P L upgrade
Lebanon P L upgrade
Lincoln P L migration
Lowell P L

Margret P L

Margret migration
Marion Public upgrade
Michigan City P L
Michigan City P L
milford p | migration
mitchell p | migration
Monterary Tipp migrate
Nappenee P L Upgrade
new haromny p |

New Port P L migration
Noblesville P L upgrade
north manchester p |
Ohio TwpP L

Ohio Twp migration
Pendleton P L

PeruP L

Planfield P L upgrade
Porter P L Co

Pulaski P L upgrade
Rockville P L upgrade
Sheblyville P L upgrade
Speedway P L
Spencer County upgrade
Sullivan P L upgrade
Tell city P L upgrade
Tipton P L

Wabash P L

Waterloo P L

West Chester P L
Whitington P L upgrade
Worthington Jefferson P L




143070 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS AngolaP L
143074 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS AvonPL

143079 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS BartPL

143082 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Batesville PL
143087 00042537 15616564 143004533 [IHETS Bristol P L

143090 00042537 15616564 143004533 [IHETS Dunkirk P L
143094 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS FayetteP L
143100 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS GaryPL

143105 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Goodland P L
143109 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Jasper-Dubois P L
143110 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS LakeCoPL
143113 00042537 1516564 143004533 [HETS logansportp |
143114 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS New Albany Floyd P L
143115 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS New CastleP L
143116 00042537 15616564 143004533 IHETS OsgoodPL
143117 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Thorntown P L
143118 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS WaltonP L
143119 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS AllenCoP L
143120 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS BarziPL

143121 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Brown CoP.L.
143122 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Crawfordsville P L
143123 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Indiana State Lib
143125 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Kendallville P L
143126 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS MononP L
143127 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Noble CoPL
143128 00042537 1616564 143004533 [HETS ScottPL

143129 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Sycrause P L
143133 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Tippecanoe P L
143135 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Marion County P L
143136 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Brookston P L
143137 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS Crown PointP L
143139 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS NJudsonPL
143141 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS JohnsonCoP L
143142 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS KentlandP L
143144 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS LindenP L
143146 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Moorsville P L
143147 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS S.Whitley PL




143148 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Warrenpl

143526 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS BentonPL

143527 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Greenfield P L
143528 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Jackson County P L
143529 00042537 1516564 143004533 |IHETS Monroe County P L
143530 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Moorison P L
143531 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Muncie Center P L
143532 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Plymouth P L
143533 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS VigoPL

143534 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS WarsawP |

143535 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS DelphiPL

143536 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Bedford P L

143537 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS Evansville Vandenburg P L
143538 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS GoshenP |

143539 00042537 1516564 143004533 |HETS GreencastieP L
143540 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Laporte PL

143541 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS Mishawka P L
143542 00042537 1516564 143004533 [HETS St.JoePL

143734 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter
143736 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter
143738 00042537 1516564 143004533 [HETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter
143741 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter
143743 00042537 1516564 143004533 [IHETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter
143744 00042537 1516564 143004533 IHETS unable to Identify from FCD Letter

351 entities TOTALS:







USAC

UNIVERSAL SERVICE
ADMINISTRATIVE CO. SCHOOLS AND LIBRARIES DIVISION
Box 125 — Corespondence Unit

100 Scuth Jefferson Road
Whippany, New Jersey 07981

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal
June 8, 1999

Greg Wilson

Intelenet Commission RECEIveE
101 West Ohio Street, Suite 800 ECEIVED
Indianapolis, IN 46204 JUL 61999

INTELENET COMMISSION,
Re:  Billed Entity Number: 151654
Application Number: 42537
Funding Request Number(s): See attachment A
Your Correspondence Dated: March 11, 1999

After thorough review and investigation of your appeal, the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of
the Universal Service Administrative Company has resolved your appeal which seeks approval of
additional discounts for the first program year. This letter addresses our decision concerning each
Funding Request Number that was included in your letter of appeal for the above referenced
Application Number. If your letter of appeal addressed more than one Application Number, a
separate letter will be issued to inform you of our decision on the appeal of each Application Number
included in your appeal.

Funding Request Numbers: 141740, 141804, 141826, 141930, 142553
Decision on Appeal: Partially Approved.

The following explanation is provided to inform you of the reason for our decision on appeal of these
Funding Request Numbers, for those appeals that are partially approved.

Partial Approval Reason(s):

- Because they included no router costs, (router was provided at no extra charge), these services
were reclassified as internal connections in error. They will be moved back to their original
classification, Internet access, and funding will be extended through June, 1999.

- The discount was corrected on Funding Request Number 141740 from 55% to 60%, and on
Funding Request Number 141826 from 60% to 44%, based on documentation provided by the

applicant.

Funding Request Numbers: 141427, 141428, 141458, 161624, 142153, 143123, 143135
Decision on Appeal: Partially approved

Home Page: http/Avww.universalservice.org/




The following explanation is provided to inform you of the reason for our decision on appeal of these
Funding Request Numbers, for those appeals that are partially approved.

Partial Approval Reason(s):

- Services the applicant listed as dedicated service included routers in all of their one time costs.
Routers are internal connections. These funding requests were categorized as internal connections
services so as to avoid the possibility of treating priority two services (intemal connections) as
priority one services (telecommunications, dedicated and Internet access services). Since these
funding requests have discounts of 70% or higher they will be funded, however, internal
connections are not eligible for the six-month extension.

- The discounts were corrected on Funding Request Numbers 141427 and 141428 from 80% to
76%, and on Funding Request Numbers 141458, 143123, and 143135 from 84% to 86%, based
on the documentation provided by the applicant.

Funding Request Numbers:  All other Funding Request Numbers under appeal
Decision on Appeal: Denied in full

The following explanation is provided to inform you of the reason for our decision on appeal of these
Funding Request Numbers, for those appeals that are denied in full.

Denial Reason(s):

- Services the applicant listed as dedicated included routers in all of their one time cost. Routers are
internal connections. These funding requests were categorized as internal connections services so
as to avoid the possibility of treating priority two services (intemal connections) as priority one
services (telecommunications, dedicated and Internet access services). Since internal connections
are funded only at the 70% level or above, these services could not be supported for this funding
period.

- Based on the documentation provided by the applicant, the discounts were corrected on Funding
Request Numbers 137797, 137799, 137810, 137818, 137825, 137829, 137830, 141426, 141429,
141813, 141818. 141823, 141835, 142041, 142133, 142135, 142157, 142555, and 143530
reducing the percentage to less than 70%.

- For your information, the FRNs approved for funding as Internet access in your original Funding
Commitment Decisions Letter did not include one-time router costs, but instead were
“unbundled.”

If you feel further examination of your application is in order, you may file an appeal with the Federal
Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 12" Street, SW, Room TW-A325,
Washington, DC 20554. Before preparing and submitting your appeal, please be sure to review the
FCC rules concerning the filing of an appeal of an Administrator’s Decision, which are posted to the
SLD Web Site at <www.sl.universalservice.org>. You must file your appeal with the FCC no later
than 30 days from the date of the issuance of this letter, in order for your appeal to be timely filed.




Since our appeal deeision letter approves additional funding for your application, we must issue a new
Funding Commitment Decisions Letter to you and to each service provider that will provide you with
the services approved for discounts in this letter. We will issue the Funding Commitment Decisions
Letter to you as soon as we can, pending completion of our review of all 1998 application appeals and
quantification of approved appeals in relation to contingency funds reserved for appeals purposes.
Only when you receive the Funding Commitment Decisions Letter from the SLD will you know the
precise dollar value of the adjustment to your funding request. In the meantime, feel free to share this
Administrator’s Decision on Appeal with the relevant service provider(s).

With the issuance of this Administrator’s Decision, the Funding Request Numbers cited above are no
longer considered to be “under appeal.” To the extent that funds were approved for the Funding
Request Numbers cited above in your original Funding Commitment Decisions Letter, you should
now move ahead, if you haven’t already done so, with your Form 486 and related post-commitment
arrangements for services for which funds have been committed and services have begun to flow.

We appreciate your bringing to our attention the issue you identified in your appeal. While we strive
for excellence, we know that improvements can be made in our review process. We thank you for
your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company
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1 . 00042537 ' 2 1516564/133168] 143004533] IHETS [DeKalb McKinney Harrison $ 1145000 § 17,175.00! 41% . $7,041.75
2 | 00042537 o 1516564¢/,133169| 143004533| IHETS |Homestead HS SouthwestAllen | $  8,750.00| $ 13,125.00! 40% | $5,250.00
| ! L/ East Side Jr-Sr High DeKalb
3 | 00042537 5’01516564Of 33170| 143004533| IHETS |[Eastern $ 11,450.00) $§ 17,175.00| 45% $7.728.75
4 | 00042537 1516564 A133172( 143004533 IHETS |Garrett-Keyser Butler $ 11,45000) $ 17,175.00] 45% | $7,728.75
5 1 00042537 | »1516564 Q133174 143004533] IHETS [Harrison-Washington $ 1145000{ $ 17,175.00 45% $7,728.75
6 | 00042537 @ 1516564 Q4433175] 143004533] IHETS |Belmont HS North Adams $ 1145000/ § 17,175.00] 42% ! $7,213.50
7 ! 00042537 ' 1516564 33176 143004533| IHETS |Selma Elem Liberty Perry $ 11,45000] § 17,175.00] 44% $7,557.00
8 | 00042537 ' - 1516564 L49133177| 143004533 IHETS [Carrol MS Northwest Alien $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00] 40% . $6.870.00
9 1 00042537 n1516564 () 133178] 143004533] IHETS |Concord HS Concord $ 16,200.00{ $ 24,300.00! 43% ! $10,449.00
10 ; 00042537 @ 15165640 133179] 143004533] IHETS |South Adams HS South Adams $ 18,200.00] $ 27,300.00] 45% $12,285.00
11 1 00042537 ' 1516564 O 133181/ 143004533| IHETS |Western Boone HS $ 16,200.00] $§ 24,300.00| 40% ! $9,720.00
12 | 00042537 1 15165640 | 133183 143004533] IHETS |[Biackford High School $ 1145000 § 1717500/ 61% ! $10,476.75
13 | 00042537 : >1516564L27133184| 143004533| IHETS [Selma Elem Liberty Perry $ 650800/ & 9,762.00; 44% $4,295.28
14 | 00042537 | 1516564 () 133185] 143004533] IHETS |[Carrol JR High $ 11,450.00] § 17.175.00] 50% | $8,587.50
15 | 00042537 | :1516564(2r}83187| 143004533 |HETS |Perry Elem Liberty Perry $ 588200/ $§ 882300] 40% $3,529.20
16 | 00042537 | 1516564 ()'133188| 143004533| IHETS |[Clarksville $ 1752500 $§ 26,287.50| 48% | $12,618.00
17 | 00042537 ! 21516564 (4133189 143004533| IHETS |Deita HS $ 605000/ & 9,075.00! 44% $3,993.00
18 | 00042537 . 1516564 (i 1331901 143004533| IHETS |Zionsville HS $ 17,525.00{ § 26,287.50| 40% $10,515.00
19 . 00042537 516564 33191, 143004533! IHETS |Eagle Elementary $ 5,882.00' $ 8,823.00| 40% $3,529.20
20 00042537 _ «,15165@%‘33192 143004533] IHETS |Yorkiown HS Mt Pleasant $§ 16,200.00] $ 24300001 40% __ $9,720.00
21 00042537 ' »1516564(1)/1331941 143004533[ IHETS [North Davies HS $ 12,800.00[ § 19,200.00] 60% '$11,520.00
22 ; 00042537 | a151656{Q" 133195, 143004533] IHETS [North Dearborn Elem $ 12,800.00! § 19,20000° 41% $7.872.00
23 . 00042537 ‘© -31516564()| 133199| 143004533] IHETS [Jimtown HS Baugo $ 16,200.00] § 24,300.00! 42% $10,206.00
24 1 00042537 - 4516564Q 1133200, 143004533{ |HETS |lebanon M $ 7,22000{ $ 10,830.00f 37% . $4,007.10
25 | 00042537 | 1516564 () 133202( 143004533 IHETS [lebanon H $§ 605000]$% 907500’ 20% $1,815.00
26 ;| 00042537 i 1516564 ()137754: 143004533] IHETS |Bloomfieid $ 15500.00{ $ 23,250.00| 57% $13,252.50
27 100042537 ; 01516564 (O 137758 143004533| IHETS |Eastern Green $ 12,800.00] $§ 19,200.00/ 56% $10,752.00
28 | 00042537 | 71516564 O 137762| 143004533 IHETS |Elkhart $ 16,200.00/ $ 24,300.00| 59% $14,337.00
29 . 00042537 | ' 1516564 ()-437765| 143004533 IHETS |Fairfield $ 8,700.00| $ 13,050.00] 40% ' $5,220.00
30 | 00042537 ‘1516564 {)1377681 143004533{ IHETS [Hamilton Heights $ 1752500/ $ 2628750 40% ! $10,515.00
31 | 00042537 . 1516564 ()337770| 143004533 IHETS |Hamilton Southeastern $ 720000/ $ 1080000, 38% | $4,104.00
32 | 00042537 @ - 1516564() 137772| 143004533 IHETS |Lanesville $ 8,700.00] $ 13,050.00' 58% $7,569.00
33 ° 00042537  * 1516564 £2) 1377731 143004533] IHETS [Linton-Stockton $ 630000] $ 9450.00. 57% | $5,386.50
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34 00042537 21516564 A58z 143004533 IHETS _ North Gibson ~$ 720000 § 10,800.00  61% $6,588.00
35 00042537 1516564 A37786. 143004533 IHETS North Gibson ©§ 875000 § 1312500 61% $8,006.25
3600042537 1516564 137796: 143004533: IHETS _ Southem Hancock $ 1620000 § 24,300.00° 40% $9.720.00
37 00042537 . »1516564 13 - 143004533 IHETS _ SW Dubois "$ 1820000 $ 27,30000° B80% = $21,840.00
[ 38 00042537 ~ /1516564 137789 143004533 IHETS Brownstown $§ 1620000 § 24,300.00  80% $10,440.00
39 00042537 «1516564 -137809: 143004533° IHETS Center Grove $ 1620000 $ 24,300.00: 60% $14,580.00
40 00042537 ~ 1516564 ° 810: 143004533 IHETS CABeard $ 1280000 $§ 1920000 80% $15.360.00
41 00042537 ° =1516564 16; 1430045331 IHETS Clark Pleasant $§ 470000 § 705000 60% $4,230.00
42 00042537 @ 1516564 8187 143004533 IHETS _ Crothersvilie $ 680000 $§ 10,200.00° B80% '$8,160.00
43 00042537 ' 71516564 137820; 143004533; IHETS  Danvile (56K) § 720000 § 10,800.00  60% $6.480.00
44 00042537 1516564 137623 143004533, IHETS Danville (T-1) $ 875000 $ 13,125.00. 60% $7.875.00,
45 00042537 1516564 (137825 143004533 IHETS _Jennings $  12,80000_§ 19,200.00  _80% $15,360.00
46 - 00042537 1516564 <A376828 143004533 IHETS Frankin ComSch § 470000 $§ 7,050.00° 60% $4,230.00
47 00042537 1516564 137820 143004533 IHETS Lakeland — § 720000 § 10.800.00  80% $6,640.00]
48 ' 00042537 ' 1516564 137830 143004533 IHETS 'Lakeland (upgrade T-1) § 875000 $§ 13,12500 _ 80% $10,500.00
49 00042537 01516564 ~141426- 143004533 IHETS Madison Consolidated T§ 18200000 § 27,300.00 80% $21,840.00
50 . 00042537 01516564 (41427 143004533 IHETS [Medora (56K) T § 720000 $§ 1080000 80% $8,640.00
51 00042537 1516564 ¢A143428 143004533 IHETS Medora (T-1) '§ 875000 § 13,12500 80% $10,500.00
| 52 00042537 1516564 141428 143004533 [HETS Kankakee ' $§ 1752500 § 2628750 80% $21,030.00
53 00042537 /1516564 ;Qmao 143004533 IHETS _New Castle (migrationto IND.net_ § _ 8,75000 § 13,12500  63% $3.268.75
54 00042537 1516564 (141431 143004533 IHETS _Ninevah . $§ 470000 $§ 7.05000 40% $2.820.00
55 00042537 ~1516564 141432 143004533 IHETS Seymore "§  16,20000° $ 24,300.00 59% $14,337.00)
56 00042537 . 1516564 141433 143004533, IHETS Shenandoah -§ 1550000 $ 2325000 50% $11.625.00|
57 00042537 1516564 [ 141442 143006685 Sprint __Shenandoah (oidSprintT-1) ' § 1502400 § 22,536.00° 50% $11.268.00
58 00042537 . 1516564 443143004533 IHETS _ Culver Com 1§ 12,800.00 $§ 19200.00: 65% $12,480.00
59 00042537 "1515554"'"%m""", 143004533, IHETS Migration) -$ 875000 $ 13,12500! 50% $5.562.50)
60 00042537 - 1516564 141446 143004533 IHETS EMood (migration) § 1145000 § 17,17500°_ 61% $10.476.75
61 00042537 - . 1516564 mgszf 143004533 IHETS _ Grifin (IND.net T-1 upgrade) § 12,800.00 s 19,200.00  40% $7.680.00
62 . 00042537 ~1516564 143004533 IHETS _IPS 3(T1)_ $ 4350000 § 6525000 84% $54,810.00
63 . 00042537 01‘5""'16564'_@;%46@1 7143004533 IHETS  SW Jefferson $ 12,800.00 s 19,20000  65% $12,480.00
64 00042537 (1516564 L_A41465 143004533 IHETS WarsawCanSch $§ 1280000 § 1920000 53% $10,176.00
65 00042537 - 1516564 \//1466 143005685 _ Sprint Warsaw Com Sch (Old Sprint T-1) - § 1881600 § 2822400 53% $14,858.72
66 00042537 - ' 1516564 - 141467 143004533 [HETS ‘Westemn School Cop $§ 1280000 . § 1920000 40% $7,680.00}
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Indiana Intelenet Commission ATTACHMENT A Date 3/11/99
L Pre- 18 month pre- | . !
;':’ IFCD Letter Billed entity FRN | SPIN |Provider SchoollLibrary Discounted  |discounted | DiScount Discounted
- Amount amount Percent lAmount
66 ' 00042537 (1516564 () 141467 | 143004533 IHETS |Western School Corp $§ 12,800.00] $§ 19,200.00| 40% | $7.680.00
67 | 00042537 (1516564 [//141469, 143004533 IHETS |Whitko $ 16,200.00] $§ 24.300.00] 55% 1 $13,365.00
68 | 00042537 , D1516564% 141471 143004533] IHETS |Argos $§ 720000[$ 1080000 56% $6.048.00
_69_| 00042537 | 1516564 )1 141472 143004533] IHETS |Argos (T-1 upgrade) $ 875000[ § 13,125.00] 56% | $7,350.00
70 | 00042537 | 195165640} 141474] 143004533| IHETS |LaPorte $ 16,200.00] $§ 24,300.00| 58% $14,094.00
71 | 00042537 17151656481141475 143004533] IHETS [Loogoolee $ 12,80000] $§ 19,20000] 52% |  $9,984.00
72 ] 00042537 | 151656480[141476( 143004533] IHETS |Merrillvile § 875000 § 13,125.00] 41% | $57381.25
73 | 00042537 | ~1516564)1141478] 143004533 IHETS |Cass (migration) $§ 875000[§ 13,125.00] 50% ! $6,562.50
74 | 00042537 | ©1516564 Q1141481] 143004533] IHETS |Lake Ridge § 8,75000]$ 13,12500. 64% $8.400.00
75 - 00042537 ' 1516564 (J141483] 143004533] IHETS [Michigan Cily $  16,20000] $ 24,300.00] 58% $14,094.00
76 00042537 1 +1516564C) 141484[ 143004533] IHETS |Mitchell $ 7.20000] $§ 10,800.00' 62% $6.696.00
77 00042537 1516564 (()141485! 143004533] IHETS |Mitchell ' §  875000] § 13,125.00] 62% $8.137.50
78 00042537 {1516564(-141486] 143004533] IHETS |North Lawrence i § 16,200.00] § 24,300.001 55% $13,365.00
79 00042537 415165647 1141487 143004533] IHETS |Oak Hill United ' $§  7,20000] $§ 10,800.00, 54% $5.832.00
|80 00042537 ~ N1516564() 1414881 143004533| IHETS |School Town of Highland $ 12,800.00] § 19,200.00] 40% $7,660.00
81 00042537 ' 1, 1516564C) 141489 143004533 IHETS |Shoals ~ $ 720000/ $ 10,800.00] 65% $7.020 00
82 00042537 - 1516564() 1414901 143004533 IHETS [Shoals $§ 875000] § 13,12500] 65% $8.531.25
83 00042537 1516564 1414927 143004533, IHETS |South Madison $ 1145000[ § 17,175.00] 40% $6.870.00
84 00042537 - 1516564/") 1414947 1430045331 IHETS [Tri-Creek $ 12,800.00] § 19.200.00| 40% $7.680.00
85 00042537 11516564 () 141496 143004533] IHETS [Cloverdale $§ 1550000[ § 23250.00] 60% - $13,950.00
86 | 00042537 | -1516564() 141499 143004533] IHETS ~|Crawfordsville $§ 12,800.00] § 19.200.00] 59% '  $11,328.00
87 | 00042537 | 1516564(3); 141500] 143004533] IHETS [Duneland $ 16,200.00] $§ 24,300.00] 41% : $9,963.00
88 | 00042537 | (A15165647)141503] 143004533] IHETS [East Noble $§ 16.220000[ § 24,300.00] 55% $13,365.00
89 | 00042537 | (15165642 141504| 143004533] IHETS [East Porter $ 1685000 § 25275001 40%  $10,110.00
90 : 00042537 ~ i4516564(J 141506 143004533] IHETS [Green Caslie $ 16.200.00] $§ 24,300.00, 57% $13,851.00
91 [ 00042537 | (¥516564() 141508] 143004533] IHETS |Moorseville $§ 1550000 $§ 23,250.00] 44% $10,230.00
92 | 00042537 - 1516564 O2141513] 143004533] IHETS |MSD Boone Twp. § 570000] $§ 8550.00] 40% $3.420.00
93 | 00042537 ~ - 1516564 C» 141514 143004533] IHETS | North Montgomery $ 12,800.00] $§ 19.200.00] 51% : $9.792.00]
94 " 00042537 .-1516564() 1415167 143004533| IHETS |North Putnam $ 16,20000] $§ 24,300.00] 56% |  $13,608.00
95 00042537 1516564 (5 141517, 143004533] IHETS |Perry Central '$ 16,20000] $§ 2430000 55%  $13.365.00
96 00042537 1516564 ((;» 141519! 143004533] IHETS |Portage Twp. '$_16,20000] $ 24300001 46% _ $11.17800
97 00042537 1516564 O j41520: 143004533 IHETS |Green Castle - $ 630000 § 9450.00 51%  $4.819.50
98 | 00042537 - 1516564 CY141524] 143004533] IHETS [South Newton |$§ 875000[ § 1312500 55% $7.21875
99 ' 00042537 . 1516564 (-141527| 143004533] IHETS |Springs Valley ' § 12,800.00] § 19.200.00 65% $12,480.00
APPEALED FRN's Page 3




Indiana Intelenet Commission ATTACHMENT A Date 3/11/99
' i Pre- 18 month pre- | .. ‘o
1" 1£CD Lotter lBlIIed entity | FRN | SPIN |Provider |SchooliLibrary Discounted |discounted |0 ocount Discounted
o. | Percent !Amount
! Amount amount !
100 | 00042537 | ©1516564 [J141615] 143004533 IHETS [Batesville $ 16,200.00] $§ 24,30000[ 50% |  $12,150.00
101 | 00042537 | 1516564 ()141616] 143004533] IHETS [Fremont $ 1415000 $§ 2122500] 57% |  $12.098.25
102 | 00042537 | 4516564 (7141618 143004533 IHETS |Jac-Cen-Del $§ 7,200.00] $§ 10,800.00] 56% | $6,048.00
103 7 00042537 21516564 () 141619] 143004533| IHETS [Manchester Comm. $ 875000 $§ 13,12500] 55% | $7,218.75
104 7 00042537 ~ 1516564 ©141621 143004533 IHETS |Northern Tiplon § 875000 $ 13,12500] 50% $G,562.50
| 105 00042537 - 1516564 ())141622; 143004533| IHETS |Randolph Central § 12,800.00] $§ 19,20000] 55% |  $10.560.00
| 106~ 00042537 (16516564 (3) 141623 143004533| IHETS |Randolph Central $ 630000/ § 9,450.00] 55% $5.197 50
107 00042537 1516564 (D 1§1624] 143004533] IHETS |Scott County #1 $ 12,800.00] $ 19,200.00] 75% $14.400.00
108 00042537 15165641 141630 143004533] IHETS |Scott County #2 $ 1820000/ $ 27,300.00| 40% $10,920.00
109 | 00042537 ' ©1516564¢ > 141633 143004533] IHETS [Shelby Eastern $ 12,800.00] $§ 19,200.00] 40% | $7.680.00
110 1 00042537 ' ,, 1516564 (11416377 143004533] |IHETS !South Ripley $ 1685000/ § 25275.00] 61% ' $15417.75
111 00042537 1516564 ()1416411 143004533] IHETS [South Spencer $§ 16,200.00] § 24,300.00] 60% |  $14,580.00
112 00042537  <1516564¢), 141643| 143004533| IHETS |[Tipton Community $§ 875000 $§ 13,12500] 40% ' $5.250.00
113 | 00042537 ,151656«814‘31645 143004533 IHETS |Wabash City $ 875000] $§ 13,12500| 59% $7.743.75
114 T 00042537 #1516564(D] 141649| 143004533] |HETS _|West Lafayette $§ 7.400.00] $§ 11,100.00] 40% $4,440.00
115 ] 00042537 1516564 ()] 141655 143005695 Sprint [West Lafayette $§ 15024.00{ § 22536.00/ 40% $9.014 40
116 | 00042537 ' 1516564 ()441659] 143004533] IHETS [Alexandria $ 1145000[ $§ 17,17500] 55% | $9,446.25
117 ¢ 00042537  -151656405{141661] 143004533] IHETS |Bartholomew Cons. $ 12,800.00] $§ 19.20000] 56% |  $10.752.00
118 * 00042537 . 151656400] 141665 143004533] IHETS |Centerville Abington § 1280000] § 1920000 50% | $9.600.00
119 00042537 +1516564()'1 141671] 143004533] IHETS |Central Nine $ 16,200.00] § 24,300.00' 40% ! $9,720.00
120 00042537 ~ -1516564C). 141679 143004533] IHETS | East Washington $§ 12,80000] § 19200001 64% | $12,288.00
121 1 00042537 4516564 (3 141686] 143004533] IHETS |Flat Rock Haw Creek $ 1280000/ $§ 19,200.00] 62% |  $11,904.00
122 * 00042537 (1516564¢) 141687 143004533| IHETS |MSD New Durham $ 1145000/ § 17,17500] 56% . $9,618.00
123 00042537 91516564 €/ 141688 143004533] IHETS |North White $ 17,52500] $ 26,287.50! 67% | $17.612.63
12400042537 >1516564 (.)141690: 143004533, IHETS |Salem Community $ 16,200.00] $§ 24,300.00] 57% '  $13,851.00
[ 125 | 00042537 . V1516564 () 141691] 143004533] IHETS [South Central Comm. $ 1145000/ § 17,17500: 50% | $8.587.50
126 | 00042537 | (4516564 O} 141692] 143004533] IHETS |Twin Lakes $ 14150.00] $§ 2122500, 54% $11,461.50
127 7 00042537 T 21516564 &) 141695| 143004533] IHETS [Wawasee $§ 12,800.00] $ 19,200.00] 52% $9,984.00
128 © 00042537 ' ~1516564 () 141697 | 143004533] IHETS |CLAY $ 12,80000] $§ 19,200.00] 51% | $9,792.00
129 , 00042537 | 4516564 C} 141705] 143004533] IHETS |Clinton Prairie $ 11450.00] § 17,175.00] 46% | $7.900.50
130 ' 00042537 | 01516564 CJ 141707 143004533 IHETS |Community Sch. Frankfort $§ 12,12500] $§ 18,18750| 56% $10.185.00
131 ] 00042537 T 91516564 CJ141712[ 143004533 IHETS [Daleville $ 11450.00] $ 17,175.00] 50% $8,587.50
132~ 00042537 * ’1516564T) 141717 | 143004533 IHETS |North decatur H $ 12,800.00] $§ 19,200.00 | 55% $10,560.00
133~ 00042537 ~ 1516564 (D 1417181 143004533] IHETS |South decatur H $ 12,800.001 $§ 19,200.00] 55% $10,560.00
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134 | 00042537 | 01516564 ()} 141722] 143004533] IHETS [Logansport $ 1145000( § 17,17500] 56% $9,618.00
135 | 00042537 | 21516564 ( 1144725| 143004533 IHETS |Pioneer Regional $ 8750000 $§ 13,125.00| 55% $7,218.75
136 | 00042537 | (1516564 7)141729] 143004533] IHETS |Southeastern $ 11450.00] § 17,17500| 53% $9,102.75
137 | 00042537 | 1516564 (-}141731] 143004533] IHETS [Washington Comm. $ 1145000 § 17,17500] 59% . $10,133.25
138 | 00042537 |7.71516564 +|141740| 143004642| Ameritech [Caston $ 11,45000] § 17,17500] 55% $9.446.25
139 | 00042537 | 1516564 () 141742] 143004533] |HETS |Eastbrook $ 875000 § 13,12500; 54% ! $7,087.50
140 | 00042537 | 1516564 1758] 143004533 IHETS [Goshen $ 1145000] $§ 17,17500!' 53% ! $9,102.75
141 | 00042537 . "15165647 J141771] 143004533] IHETS |Marion Adams $ 1145000/ § 1717500 40% $6,870.00
142 - 00042537 71516564 (). 1417837 143004533 IHETS |MARION Community $ 1145000] § 17,175001 68% ' $11,679.00
143 . 00042537  -1516564 (1141789, 143004533] IHETS [Missessenawa $ 11450.00[ § 17.17500] 59% @  $10,133.25
144 | 00042537 | ,1516564( ) 141795] 143004533] IHETS |MSD Shakamak $ 605000/ § 9,075.00] 65% $5.898.75
| 145 7 00042537~ $1516564 (-] 1417991 143004533] IHETS |Northwest Hendricks $§ 11,45000[ $§ 17,17500; 40% . _ $6.870.00
146 ' 00042537 ~ © 1516564 4 141804 143004642] Ameritech |South Harrison . $ 11,45000] $§ 17,17500] 48% $8,244.00
147 00042537 91516564 2141813 143004533] IHETS |Southeast Fountain |'$§ 11,450.00/ $§ 17,175.00] 80% = $13,740.00
148 ] 00042537 | 21516564 (3 141818 143004533] IHETS White River Valley $ 8750.00] § 13,125.00| 80%.:  $10,500.00
149 | 00042537 | (1516564 /141823 | 143004533] IHETS [Blue River Valley $ 6050000 $ 9,07500' B80%— ' $7.260.00
150 | 00042537 | 1516564 +1 141826 | 143004642 Ameritech {Greenwood $§ 16,200.00] $§ 24,300.00| 60% $14,580.00
151 | 00042537 | - 1516564( - 141830] 143004533] IHETS [Hanover (i-1) $ 8,750.00] $ 13,125.00] 60% $7,875.00
152 | 00042537 | ©1516564 () 141835] 143004533] IHETS [Jay (upgrade $ 11,450.00] $ 17,175.00] 80% |  $13,740.00
153 | 00042537 . 1516564 ©141842] 143004533] IHETS |N. Knox $ 875000 $§ 13,12500] 67% $8,793.75
154 | 00042537 . 1516564 {}-141851] 143004533 IHETS |S Henry [$ 1145000/ § 17,175001 50% $8,587.50
155 1 00042537 | 1516564 5141891 143004533] IHETS [N Miami $ 18,200.00] $§ 27,30000! 55% | $15015.00 |
: i O Sch Town Speedway (H.S.) !
156 | 00042537 15165647 141913' 143004533 IHETS (Upgrade) |'$ 875000 $ 13,12500! 20% $2,625.00
| o . Sch Town Speedway (Location 2 | ! o
157 | 00042537 ‘4516564 =-141915' 143004533 |HETS (upgrade) 1§ 875000 § 13,12500° 20% $2,625.00
158 ' 00042537 ~ (1516564 T+-141922  143004533] IHETS [MSD N Posey (upgrade) ['$ 875000 § 13,12500. 43% $5.64375
159 | 00042537 . 71516564 (1 141924 143004533] IHETS |Orieans (upgrade) $ 1145000 $§ 1717500, 61% $10,476.75
| 160 " 00042537 * 71516564 (3441928, 143004533] IHETS |S. Pulnam _ $§ 875000/ $§ 13,12500] 55% $7.218.75
161 00042537 «* 1516564 1-"141930] 143004642] Ameritech |Tell City $ 1145000 § 17,17500. 56% - $9,618.00
162 . 00042537 ~ \11516564€>141932! 143004533] IHETS |Turkey Run $§ 4700.00] § 7,05000° 60% |  $4.230.00
. | 163 i 00042537 1516564 ()141934] 143004533 IHETS [Union Sch Corp $ 1145000 $ 17,7500 60% '  $10,305.00
164 00042537 11516564 () 141937] 143004533 IHETS |Hamilion Com Sch $ 7.40000] $§ 11,100.00° 55% $6,105.00
165 ' 00042537 (1516564LA141939] 143004533] IHETS |MSD Wabash (Upgrade) $ 875000 $§ 13,125.00: 50% $6,562 50
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166 00042537 01516564DJ'T41941 143004533| IHETS |N. Vermillion $ 8750000 § 13,125.00| 55% $7,218.75
167 | 00042537 . 11516564(0‘*1’1' 1979, 143004533| IHETS |Randolph Eastern '$ 1145000 $ 17,175.00 64% $10,992.00
168 | 00042537 | (15165640 441983! 143004§33 IHETS [Randolph Southern $ 7,400.00] $ 11,100.00 60% $6,660.00
169 | 00042537 . -1516564(C»7141985| 143004533] IHETS [Sch City Mishawaka (upgrade) $ 10,100.00] $§ 15,150.00 57% | $8,635.50
170 | 00042537 (1516564 )-141987 143004533| IHETS |Shelbyville Central (upgrade) $ 1145000] $ 17,175.00] 47% $8,072.25
171 | 00042537 | 51516564 /. 441990| 143004533 IHETS [South Vermillion (upgrade) $ 1145000 § 17,7500 49% ' $8,415.75
P SouthWest Sch Corp (Jr
172 | 00042537 q516564©l'i41995 143004533 IHETS |H.S.)(Upgrade) $ 875000 % 13,125.00| 56% $7,350.00
Lo O |~ Southwest Sch Corp (Sullivan i
173 | 00042537 1516564 | 141999 | 143004533| IHETS H.S.)(migration) $ 8,750.00( $ 13,125.00| 56% | $7,350.00
b . Southwest School Corp (Graysville [
174 | 00042537 | - 1516564/ 142002 | 143004533 IHETS |tail add) $ 570000, $§ 855000 56% . $4,788.00
! o O._/" Southwest School Corp (Carlisle ,
175 00042537 1516564 ' 142005' 143004533| IHETS (tail add) $ 5,700.00| $ 8,550.00. 56% $4,788.00
| Southwest School Corp (Carlisle :
176 | 00042537 * 1516564 () 142007’ 143004533 IHETS |tail add) § 570000]$ 855000 56% !  $4,788.00
177 ' 00042537 21516564 (/) 142011 143004533| IHETS !Southwestern School Corp. $ 1145000] $§ 17.175.00] 40% $6,870.00
178 | 00042537 1/15165648’142029‘ 143004533] IHETS |Frontier Sch Corp (upgrade) $§ 11450.00( $ 17,175.00! 50% . $8,587.50
179 | 00042537 | - 1516564 )] 142036 143004533 IHETS |Northeastern Wayne (upgrade) $ 470000]$ 7.050.00] 50% $3.525.00
180 | 00042537 ""91516564 11420411 143004533] THETS IRichmond Com (upgrade) $ 11450.00] § 17.175.00] 70% = $12,022.50
181 + 00042537 ..15165640, 142051 143004533| IHETS [Western Wayne $ 470000, § 7,050.00| 63% | $4,441.50
182 ' 00042537 | 1516564 () 142054| 143004533 IHETS |Tri County $ 875000/ $ 13,125.00] 50% | $6,562.50
183 | 00042537 | 1516564 (1142064 | 143004533] IHETS [Taylor Com $ 1145000 § 17,175.00 45% $7.728.75
184 | 00042537 | - 1516564 () 142072] 143004533 IHETS |Crawford Co (upgrade) $ 1145000 $§ 17,7500 67% '  $11,507.25
185 | 00042537 | -1516564%4:142075] 143004533] IHETS Delphi (upgrade) $ 11450.00{ $§ 17,175.00 56% $9,618.00
186 | 00042537 - €1516564(/1142077| 143005695 Sprint |East Allen $ 18816.00; $ 28,22400| 45% | $12,700.80
187 | 00042537 - 1516564 (21142081 143004533] IHETS [Greensburg (upgrade) $ 1145000( § 17,17500° 55% $9,446.25
188 | 00042537 ' 1516564(2) 1420821 143005695 Sprint_|Lawrenceburg (main {-1) $§ 18816.00] § 28,22400 47% '  $13,265.28
189 00042537 +1516564 (). 142085 143004533] IHETS |N East Dubois Upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500! 50% $8,587.50
190 ' 00042537 01516564().142088| 143004533 IHETS |S. Dearborn $ 1145000 $ 17,17500! 47% ! $8,072.25
191 | 00042537 ‘1516564 @,142100 143004533] IHETS |West Clark Silver High $ 1145000{ $ 17,175.00° 45% | $7,728.75
192 | 00042537  ©1516564 () 1421031 143004533 IHETS _|West Clark Henryville high § 1145000/ § 17,175.00, 45% $7,728.75
‘ Covington Comm School Corp |
193 | 00042537 | ‘)1515564%110 143004533| IHETS _|(upgade) $ 1145000/ $§ 17,175.00| 54% $9,274.50
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194 | 00042537 | (1516564 42114 143005695 Sprint |Fayette Co $ 15024.00] $ 22,536.00] 63% $14,197.68
195 | 00042537 | »1516564() 1142122’ 143004533] IHETS [Greater Jasper (upgrade) $ 11450001 & 17,175.00f 50% $8,587.50
| 196 | 00042537 | N1516564(J) 142128| 143004533| IHETS |Southeast Dubois $ 1145000] $§ 17,175.00] 50% $8,587.50
(197'| 00042537 |+ 1516564 O 142132] 143004533 THETS |Wanee Upgrade | 5__1745000[§_ 17,17500| 60% $10.305.00
198 ' 00042537 (1516564 £ ) 142133 143005695 Sprint |Benton $ 18,816.00] § 28,224.00 80% — $22,579.20
199 . 00042537 | u1516564g’142135‘ 143004533] IHETS |[Edinburgh Com Sch $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00i 80%—  $13,740.00
200 ' 00042537 : ¢4516564 €7142137] 143004533] IHETS |Prairie Hgts upgrade $§ 1145000/ § 17.17500: 50% $8,587.50
201 © 00042537 | 01516564 (D} 142139 143004533] IHETS |Renseller upgrade $§ 1145000 $ 1717500 57% $9.789.75
202 , 00042537 . 71516564(7)'142146] 143004533 IHETS |Westview upgrade $ 11450001 $ 17,175.00; 49% $8.415.75]
203 T 00042537 . 1516564 )142153| 143004533 IHETS [River forest $ 11450001 $ 17,7500 71%— $12,194 25
204 | 00042537 01516564 1:142155! 143004533 IHETS |Trinton upgrade $ 1145000 | $ 17,175.00f 55% $9,446.25
205 | 00042537 © 7151656401 142157| 143004533] IHETS |[Cannelton $ 1145000| % 17,175.00;, 71%-—"' $12,194.25
206 | 00042537 i 21516564 (51142327 143004533| IHETS [New Harmony upgrade $ 1145000 $ .17,17500| 40% $6,870.00
207 | 00042537 | 21516564(71142330] 143004533| IHETS [Paoli Upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500] 65% ! $11,163.75
208 | 00042537 115165648 |142332] 143004533] IHETS |Pike County upgrade $ 1145000| $ 17,17500] 64% . $10,992.00
209 00042537 T . 1516564() [ 142333 143005695 Sprint [Rising Sun [$ 2081600| $ 31,224.00/ 40% :  $12,489.60
210 ' 00042537 °1516564£)+142337: 143004533] IHETS |Rockville '$ 1145000 § 17,17500:' 56% $9,618.00
211 ) 00042537 . ‘1516564 () 142348| 143004533| IHETS [Southwest Parke upgrade |$ 11,45000] $ 17,7500 65% | $11,163.75
212 i 00042537 © 1516564 (C1142353! 143004533| IHETS |Spencer Owen upgrade $ 1145000| $ 17,175.00| 58% $9,961.50
213 ; 00042537 0’15165648 142355 143005695| Sprint :Valpo $ 1881600 $ 28,224.00! 42% $11,854.08
214 | 00042537 - 1516564 ) 142359| 143005695 Sprint West Noble upgrade i $ 1145000 § 1717500 65% . $11,163.75
215 100042537 - 1516564 @) 1423631 143005695 Sprint__|John Glen |$ 1881600 § 28224.00! 47% '  $13,265.28
216 , 00042537 | »1516564 (J-142372] 143005695/ Sprint ;Milan $ 1881600 | § 2822400 60% - $16,934.40
217 | 00042537 = +1516564 3 142375] 143004533| IHETS |MSD Warren upgrade $ 1280000( $ 19,200.00: 52% . $9,984.00
218 | 00042537 ; *1516564(). 142378| 143004533] IHETS [N Spencer Upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500) 52% $8,931.00
219 | 00042537 | 5165640142382 143004533 IHETS |Rush Cty upgrade $ 1145000|$ 17,17500; 56% ' $9,618.00
220 | 00042537 | 21516564(> 142387 | 143004533] IHETS [Union N United upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500, 45% | $7,728.75
221 ' 00042537 @ A 516564& 142397 143004533) IHETS |W Washington upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,7500 65% !  $11,163.75
222 | 00042537 | 1516564 (): 142401| 143004533| |HETS [Region 8 ESC $ 1415000 | $§ 21,22500, 50% ; $10.612.50
223 © 00042537  21516564( ) 142404 | 143004533] IHETS |Northwest ESC $ 1415000 § 2122500: 50% '  $10,612.50
224 ; 00042537  ‘A516564()142409] 143004533] IHETS |Central ESC $ 12,80000; $ 19,20000' 50% : $9,600.00
225 1 00042537 . <1516564(: 142413 143004533| IHETS [East Central $ 1145000 | $ 17,175.00' 50% $8,587.50
226 | 00042537 ' ~1516564 () 142416{ 143004533 IHETS [WEC $ 1415000 | $ 21,225.00 50% $10,612.50
227 1 00042537 ' ~1516564(D142418! 143004533( IHETS |[Southern Indiana Ed Center $ 14,150.00 | § 21,225.00 50% $10,612.50
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228 | 00042537 | 91516564 | 142473| 143004533| IHETS [Beech Grove pl upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500| 45% $7,728.75
229 | 00042537 | ©1516564 (J/142477] 143004533] IHETS |bicknell PL. upgrade $ 11,45000] $ 17,175.00( 67% $11,507.25
230 | 00042537 | 2 1516564 (4142482 143004533 IHETS _[Bloomfield Library up grade $ 5,700.00 | $ 8,5560.00| 57% $4,873.50
231 | 00042537 | ~1516564 (}1142492| 143004533 IHETS [Boonville Library up grade $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00| 44% $7.557.00
232 | 00042537 | 1516564 () 142507 143004533] IHETS |Brookville Twp upgrade $ 1145000 $§ 17,175.00] 59% $10,133.25
233 | 00042537 | 21516564 (| 142523| 143004533] IHETS |Brownsburg Brown upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00] 40% $6,870.00
234 | 00042537 | <1516564 (1142528 143004533] IHETS |Butler P L N $ 5700.00 | § 8,550.00| 45% $3,847.50
235 | 00042537 | ©1516564 O 142533| 143004533 HETS |Charleston P L Upgrade migrate | $ 11,45000 | $§ 17,175.00| 45% $7.728.75
236 | 00042537 | °1516564 (D1142538! 143004533] IHETS |[Clinton P.L. migrate $ 5,700.00 | § 8,660.00| 49% $4,189.50
237 | 00042537 : 1516564 (P 142548 | 143004533 IHETS |Corydon P L upgrade $ 1145000| $ 17,17500] 48% $8,244.00
238 . 00042537 ' 1516564/ ) 342550| 143004533 IHETS [Crawford coP L upgrade $ 12,800.00 $ 19,200.00! 48% ! $9,216.00
| 239 | 00042537  °1516564 (1142552 143004533] IHETS !Decatur P L upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,175.001 67% $11,507.25
240 00042537 - 1516564-17'142553| 143004642] Ameritech [E Chicago P L $ 751200 % 11,26800] 85%— $9,577.80
241 00042537 1516564 (0142555 143004533| IHETS [EckhartP L $ 1145000/ $ 17,175.00! 85%— $14,598.75
242 : 00042537 ; 1516564 }142572| 143004533] |HETS |Elkhart upgrade $ 12,80000] § 19,200.001 59% .  $11,328.00
243 | 00042537 | »1516564( ) 142580 143004533] IHETS |Frankfort P L upgrade $ 1145000 $§ 17175007 56% | $9,618.00
244 | 00042537 | - 1516564 (0] 142585 143004533 IHETS _|fulton p | upgrade $ 1145000 % 17,175.00; 55% $9,446.25
245 | 00042537 | 7151656407] 142588 143004533| IHETS |GamettP L $ 5,700.00 | $ 8,650.00! 45% | $3,847.50
246 | 00042537 | - 1516564(C) 142592] 143004533 IHETS |GenevaP L migration $ 5,700.00 | $ 8,550.00| 45% $3.847.50
247 | 00042537 ;. 1516564()] 142602 143004533 IHETS [Greensburg P L upgrade $ 1145000( % 17,175.00! 55% $9,446.25
248 ' 00042537 ' 1516564 ()| 1426061 143004533] IHETS |[Hammond P L upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500| 66% $11,335.50
249 | 00042537 1+ ~1516564 (1 142608 | 143004533 IHETS |Hussey upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00' 40% $6,870.00
250 . 00042537 ' - 1516564() 142612 143004533] IHETS [Jasper P L upgrade $ 11,45000| $ 17,175.001 55% $9,446.25
251 | 00042537 | .1516564(; 142615 143004533] IHETS |JayP L upgrade $ 1145000} % 17,17500! 59% ! $10,133.25
252 | 00042537 ~ - 1516564()1142620, 143004533] IHETS [Jeffersonville P L upgrade $ 1145000 % 1717500| 56% $9,618.00
253 | 00042537 ' 15165640 " 1426221 143004533] IHETS [Jennings Co P L upgrade $ 11450001 $ 17,17500] 59% |  $10,133.25
254 | 00042537 15165640 : 142623 143004533] IHETS Knlghtstown PL $ 570000 % 8550.00| 52% ! $4,446.00
255 | 00042537 ' ,1516564 O] 142626 143004533] IHETS |kokomo P L upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00] 59% | $10,133.25
256 | 00042537 01516564(C) 142629| 143004533 IHETS |LebanonP L upgrade $ 570000 % 8550.00] 37% ! $3,163.50
257 | 00042537 . 71516564 ©.142636] 143004533 [HETS |Lincoln P L migration /) $ 570000) % 855000, 52% $4,446.00
258 | 00042537 °© 1516564 U 142637| 143004533] IHETS |Lowell P L O $ 1280000 | $§ 19,200.00] 40% - $7.680.00
259 | 00042537 ) 1516564 0 142642| 143004533 IHETS |Margret P L $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00| 57% $9,789.75
" | 260 | 00042537 | 1516564 ©1142643( 143004533] IHETS |Margret migration $ 5,700.00 | $ 8,550.00 57% $4,873.50
261 | 00042537 T 01516564 O-142645( 143004533] IHETS _|Marion Public upgrade $ 1145000 $ 17,17500; 68% :  $11,679.00
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262 ' 00042537 ~ ©1516564 (): 1426461 143004533] IHETS [Michigan City P L $ 720000(% 10800.00! 58% | $6,264.00

17.17500! 58% | $9,961.50
8,550.00] 52% | $4,446.00
|

8,550.00, 62% $5,301.00

11,450.00
5,700.00
5,700.00
5,700.00

11,450.00
5,700.00
5,700.00

12,800.00
5,700.00
7,512.00
5,700.00
5,700.00
8.700.00

11,450.00

263 | 00042537  #1516564 ()442647] 143004533] IHETS [Michigan City P L $ $
264 | 00042537 © 1516564 03142656 143004533] IHETS |milford p | migration $ $
265 | 00042537 ~ 1516564 (CX142658| 143004533] IHETS |mitchell p I migration $ $
266 | 00042537 ; 01516564 ¢ )142660| 143004533 IHETS [Monterary Tipp migrate $ $
267 | 00042537 ; 1516564 ()]142664 ]| 143004533] THETS [Nappenee P L Upgrade $ $
268 | 00042537 | 11516564 D]142766] 143004533] IHETS |new haromny p | $ $
269 | 00042537 ' 1516564 (>¥142768] 143004533] IHETS |New Port P L migration $ $
270 [ 00042537 T 1516564 0;142772| 143004533] IHETS |Nobiesville P L upgrade $ $
271 | 00042537 . 1516564 ) 142774] 143004533] 1HETS |north manchesterp | $ $
2721 00042537 15165647): 1427761 143005695] Sprint |Ohio Twp P L $ $
273 00042537 1516564 0 ' 142778] 143004533 IHETS |Ohio Twp migration $ $
274 | 00042537 1516564 O 142779 143004533 IHETS |Pendleton P L $ $
275 ' 00042537 1516564 U 142780] 143004533 IHETS [PeruPL $ $
276 | 00042537 . 1516564 U; 142784 143004533] IHETS 'Planfield P L upgrade $ $
277 1 00042537 ' ©1516564 L) 142785] 143004533] IHETS |Porter P L Co $§ 570000 $ 855000 42% $3,591.00
278 1 00042537 T .1516564 O'142788] 143004533] IHETS [Pulaski P L upgrade $§ 570000]$ 855000 55% ! $4,702.50
279 ' 00042537 ' 71516564 U1142793] 143004533 IHETS _|Rockville P L upgrade $§ 1145000 § 17,7500 56% $9,618.00
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $

8,550.00 55% ! $4,702.50
17,175.00] 38% $6,526.50
8,550.00| 40% $3,420.00
8.,550.00| 55% $4.702.50
19,200.00] 40% $7.680.00
8,550.00] 47% $4.018.50
11,268.00| 44% | $4,957.92
8.550.00] 44% | $3.762.00
8.550.00! 40% . $3,420.00
13,050.00| 65% $8.482.50
17.175.001 40% $6.870.00

280 ' 00042537 | 1516564 (17142795 143004533] IHETS _|Sheblyville P L upgrade 11,450.00 17,17500 _47% $8,072.25
281 ' 00042537 1516564 U-442799] 143004533] IHETS [Speedway P L 11,450.00 17,17500' _20% _____ $3.435.00
282 | 00042537 1516564 2 142802] 143004533 IHETS |Spencer County upgrade 5,700.00 8550001 60% | $5,130.00
283 | 00042537 | 01516564 ()342807] 143004533] IHETS |Sullivan P L upgrade 11,450.00 17,17500] 65% | $11,163.75
284 | 00042537 | 1516564 (), 142815| 143004533| IHETS |[Tell city P L upgrade 11,450.00 1717500 _56% ____ $9,618.00
285 | 00042537 |~ 15165644 142819] 143004533] IHETS [Tipton P L 11,450.00 17,175.00] _40% ., $6.870.00
286 | 00042537 | -)1516564( %) 142822| 143004533] IHETS |Wabash P L '$_ 11,450.00 17,7500 59% ° _ $10,133.25
287 | 00042537 |  1516564()1 142824 | 143004533] IHETS |Walerioo P L 5,700.00 8.55000] 41% . $3.505.50
288 | 00042537 | .>1516564(]) 1328251 143004533] IHETS |West Chester P L 11,450.00 17,17500] 41% : _ $7,041.75
289 00042537 | »1516564C)142828 143004533 IHETS |Whitinglon P L upgrade 11,450.00 17,7500 _52% | $8,931.00
290 00042537 | >1516564(F] 143055) 143004533] IHETS _|Worthington Jefferson P L 5,700.00 8,550.00] 60% . $5,130.00
29100042537 1516564 143070 143004533] IHETS |Angola P L 14,150.00 21,225.00] _58% $12,310.50
292 © 00042537 . 1516564(J7)43074] 143004533] IHETS |Avon P L 5,700.00 8,550.00 1 40% $3.420.00
293 00042537 1516564()/}43079 143004533 IHETS [BartP L 14,150,00 21,22500] 56% $11,886.00
29400042537 15165640 7143082 143004533] IHETS |[Batesvile P L 12,800.00 19,200.00 | _50% $9,600.00
v [[295 00042537 1516564 () 1430871 143004533] IHETS |Bristol P L 720000 | $§ 10,800.00 | 59% ' $6,372.00
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Indiana Intelenet Commission ATTACHMENT A Date 3/11/99
5 ‘ ! Pre- 18 month pre- -
Ln® £CD Letter [Billed entity | FRN , SPIN (Provider [SchoollLibrary Discounted  |discounted  |DiScount Discounted
" I ! , Amount amount Percent Amount
296 | 00042537 ' 1516564 () A43090' 143004533] IHETS |Dunkirk P L $ 570000 % 855000] 59% $5,044 50
297 . 00042537 : -1516564 (5143094 | 143004533 IHETS |Fayette P L $ 1145000] $ 1717500 63% ., $10,820.25
298 © 00042537 f'71’516564Q)/1713100 143004533] IHETS [GaryP L $§ 11,450.00| § 17.175.00] 71%< $12,194.25
299 | 00042537 1516564 (9143105, 143004533] IHETS [Goodland P L $ 750000] % 11,250.001 55% $6.187.50
300 ' 00042537 ° <1516564()-143109] 143004533| IHETS [Jasper-Dubois P L $ 1145000 § 17175001 50% FoEny T
301 00042537 1516564 (» 143110] 143004533] IHETS |Lake CoP L $ 1145000 $ 17,175001 40% i /{';\‘,-,/‘
302 - 00042537 , “1516564 (3.143113] 143004533 IHETS [logansportpl $ 1145000 $§ 17,17500] 56% rME
303 | 00042537 1516564(])143114] 143004533] IHETS |New Albany Floyd P L $ 1145000 | $§ 17,175001 52% o/ ¥
304 00042537 1516564 ()143115] 143004533] IHETS [New Castle P L $ 1482500 § 2223750 63% !
305 00042537 ->1516564C) 1431161 143004533] IHETS |Osgood P L $ 720000 % 1080000 56%
306 00042537 151656400 143117 143004533] IHETS IThorntown P L '$ 7,20000] $ 1080000 40%
307 , 00042537 151656400 /143118] 143004533] IHETS (Walton P L {$ 7,200.00' $§ 10800.00 53%
308 | 00042537 * 1516564CX143119| 143004533] IHETS |Allen CoP L $ 16,200.00 1 § 24,300.00' 52%
309 . 00042537 © 1516564()1143120 143004533| IHETS [BarzilP L $§ 1145000] $ 17,175.00: 51%
"310 17 00042537 - * 1516564(0)7143121; 143004533] IHETS |Brown CoP.L. $ 1145000 $ 17,17500: 55%
311 | 00042537 <A516564C) 1431221 143004533] IHETS |Crawfordsville P L $ 1145000 § 17,475001 59%
312 7 00042537 ' 1516564()443123| 143004533] IHETS |Indiana State Lib § 16,200.00 | $§ 24,300.00] 84% - .
313 00042537 ~1516564L1143125] 143004533] IHETS |Kendallville P L $ 1820000 $§ 27,300.00 55% »15,015.00
314 00042537 1516564 ()" 143126] 143004533 IHETS |Monon P L $§ 570000]$ 855000 67% $5,728.50
315 - 00042537 - -1516564 (J143127| 143004533" IHETS [Noble CoP L $ 1752500 $§ 26,287.50/ 50% $13,143.75
316 00042537 1516564 CY 143128, 143004533] IHETS |Scott P L $§ 11,450.00 | $ 17,17500% 48% $8.244.00
317 , 00042537 15165647 143129| 143004533] IHETS |Sycrause P L $§ 570000 $ 8550.00] 52% $4,446.00
318~ 00042537 1516564 () 1431331 143004533] IHETS |Tippecanoe P L $ 1145000 $§ 17,17500] 52% $8.931.00
319 | 00042537  1516564(3A43135] 143004533 IHETS |Marion County P L $ 16,200.00 | § 24.300.00| 84%=— $20,412.00
320 ' 00042537 .,1516564 fA143136] 143004533] IHETS |Brookston P L $§ 720000 $§ 10800.00/ 50% $5,400.00
321 ' 00042537 "1516564PX143137])143004533] IHETS |Crown PointP L npp $§ 1145000 $§ 17,7500 42% | $7,213.50
322 700042537 + <1516564( )'143139] 143004533 IHETS |N Judson P L $ 690000 $ 10,350.00] 65% | $6,727.50
323 7 00042537 . ©1516564( 2 143141| 143004533 IHETS |Johnson Co P L $ 1145000 $§ 17,17500| 42% | $7.213.50
324 1 00042537 ©51516564Q0/ 143142 143004533] IHETS |Kentland P L $ 570000 $ 855000] 55% | $4,702.50
325 | 60042537 | ‘15165649/?’ 43144 143004533 IHETS |LindenP L $§ 570000 § 8550.00] 51% $4.360.50
326 1 00042537 ' 1516564143146 143004533 IHETS [Moorsville P L $§ 570000 § 855000 44%  $3.762.00
327 ' 00042537 | <1516564(3-143147| 143004533 IHETS |S. Whitley P L $ 690000 $§ 1035000 55% $5.692.50
328 | 00042537 ' ~1516564¢>1143148] 143004533] IHETS [Warrenp| $ 690000 $ 10,35000] 56% $5,796.00
320 | 00042537  >1516564()) 143526 143004533] IHETS [Benton P L $ 570000/ $ 855000 54% $4.617.00
(0) /4 14327
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Indiana Intvlonet Commission ATTACHMENT A Dale 3/11/99
! " Pre- 18 month pre- .
Line FCD Letter |Billad entity | FRN SPIN |Provider [School/Library Discounted |discounted Discount iDcscounted
No. A Percent iAmount
| ya mount amount v
330 ! ! 00042537 21516564 1143527 | 143004533| IHETS |Greenfield P L $ 1145000 $§ 17,175.00| 42% $7,213.50
331 . 00042537 | 5151656@4 435281 143004533 IHETS |Jackson County P L $ 1145000 $ 17,7500 59% | $10,133.25
332 | 00042537 | 1516564 ( ) 143529 143004533] IHETS |Monroe County P L $ 1145000 % 17,175.00{ 48% $8,244.00
333 | 00042537 | +1516564( ) ¥43530| 143004533| IHETS [Moorison P L $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00! 70%~I $12,022.50
334 | 00042537 | <1516564(). ¥43531| 143004533 IHETS [Muncie Center P L $ 14,150.00 | $ 21,225.00| 68% $14,433.00
335 | 00042537 ©1516564 H43532 143004533| IHETS |Plymouth P L $ 1145000 $ 17,175.00] 57% $9,789.75
336 ' 00042537 1516564 43533 143004533/ IHETS |VigoPL $§ 1145000 $ 17,175.00! 58% $9.961.50
337 - 00042537 0!51656404435345 143004533| IHETS |(Warsaw P $ 11450.00| $ 17,175.00! 53% $9,102.75
338 00042537 31516564@3535I 143004533! IHETS |DelphiP L $ 1145000 $§ 17,175.00| 56% $9.618.00
339 00042537 ©1516564(_/ 143536 143004533| IHETS |Bedford P L 1 $ 11,450.00 ) $§ 17,175.00] 55% $9,446.25
340 ' 00042537 o~ 1516564(1143537| 143004533| IHETS [Evansville Vandenburg P L $ 11450001 $ 17,175.00] 58% $9,961.50
341 00042537 21516564 ().143538| 143004533 IHETS |Goshen P | $ 1145000, $§ 17,175.00: 53% $9,102.75
342 00042537 1516564(>A443539| 143004533 IHETS |Greencastle P L $ 1145000 $ 17,17500: 57% $9,789.75
343 00042537 21516564 (1143540| 143004533 IHETS |Laporte P L $ 1145000 § 17,175.00i 58% $9,961.50
344 . 00042537 =1516564():143541| 143004533] |IHETS |Mishawka P L $ 1145000 | $§ 17,175.00; 57% ' $9,789.75
345 1 00042537 ©1516564() 143542] 143004533 IHETS [St. JoeP L $ 1145000 | $ 17,175.00: 67% $11,507.25
| !
346 | 00042537 015165640 443734 | 143004533; IHETS |[unable to Identify from FCD Letter | § 14,150.00 | $ 21,225.00, 50% ! $10,612.50
— r !
347 | 00042537 ‘1516564 43736 143004533 IHETS |unable to ldentify from FCD Letter | § 14,150.00 | $ 21,225. 00' 50% $10,612.50
| .
348 00042537 1516564 0‘1/43738 143004533, IHETS |unable to Identify from FCD Letter | § 12,800.00 1 $§ 19,200.00! ' 50% $9.600.00
URed ! ] :
) - .
349 00042537 1516564{2413741' 143004533| IHETS |unable to Identify from FCD Letter l $ 1145000| $ 17,175.00; 50% | $8,587.50
, i i I -
350 ' 00042537 | ) 1516564Q! 143743 | 143004533 IHETS ! unable to ldentify from FCD Letter | § 14,150.00 | § 21,225.00 ' 50% | $10.612.50
. | © (0% |
351 00042537 ! 1516564 t/143744 143004533| IHETS |unable to Identify from FCD Letter | $ 16,200.00 | $§ 24,300.00: 50% $12,150.00
351 entities | IR TOTALS: $3,943,666.00] $5,915,499.00 $3,222,592.44




